MEETING MINUTES

KELLY AFB TECHNICAL REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE (TRS)
TO THE RESTORATION ADVISORY BOARD (RAB)

13 June 00, St. Mary’s University, Garni Science Hall
Dr. Lené, TRS Chairman

Introduction: The TRS meeting began at 6:40 p.m. Attachment 1 is the attendance report.
It was noted that the agenda had been changed to allow for a discussion of the Revised Air
Force Shallow Groundwater Presentation. Topics originally scheduled would be covered at
future TRS meetings.

TAPP Contractor Selection: Mr. Zapotek Base Conversion Agency (BCA) Contracting
Officer, reported the applications were completed and were waiting for the General’s
signature (to be signed on 14 June 00). The RAB members will need to select the
contractor for each project. Mr. Zapotek will work with Dr Lené on a date and time for the
selection meeting or telephone conference. Mr. Rice asked if any new contractors had been
added to the selection list. Mr. Zapotek said no, but it was agood ideafor next year, since
any additions to the contractors list now would jeopardize getting the contracts issued in
time to use the money currently allocated.

Revised Air Force Presentation: Mr. Tim Underwood, BCA Contractor, led aslide by
dlide discussion of the revised Air Force presentation to be given at the 14 Jun 00 public
forum. He explained the revision was the direct result of the RAB’s comments about the
presentation at the 8 June 00 Special RAB Mesting. (See Attachment 2)

A. Thefollowing were some of the TRS suggested changes.

1. Clarify the 1994 rules and the new TERP rules--particularly the requirements for deed

notices. It was pointed out that deed notices were required by both sets of rules.

2. Explain what is meant by “other projects to benefit the community.” Therewasa
concern that these other projects would bein-lieu of cleanup efforts. (Mr.
McCullough explained that was not the intention of the other projects)

3. Two people expressed concern that the presentation implies that no Kelly
contamination reaches the Edward Aquifer.

4. ldentify Kelly on the generic “ How contamination occurs’ slide and delete the
Navarro Clay layer sinceit only applies to the San Antonio area.



B.

Quintana Road Project
1. The project ison schedule and on budget.

2. The City would like to extend the project, and it may be possible for the Air Force to
assist their efforts.

V. Administrative

A.
B.

Base Conversion Team (BCT) handouts were presented to Dr. Lené. (See Attachment 3)

Spill Summary Report: There were no reportable spills during the month of May 2000.
The committee was briefed on two minor spills that had occurred between 1 - 12 June 00.
The reports will be available at the next TRS meeting. (See Attachment 4)

Documentsto TRS/RAB (See Attachment 5)

Next TRS meeting: The next TRS meeting will be held 11 July 00 at 6:30 p.m. at
St. Mary University’s Garni Science Hall.

E. Action Items: No new action items.

Other Administrative Items:
1. RAD sites on the base will be discussed at the next TRS meeting.

2. Thedifference between “fuel jettisoning” and “fuel misting” were explained. Fuel
j€ettisoning is done only during emergencies and is not accomplished over popul ated
areas. All fud jettisoning is reported and records kept. Fuel misting, asit is called,
can be oily condensation off the aircraft, or avery fine fuel mist from old style
afterburning engines. It only occurs when a small amount of fuel isnot burned by the
engine and is inadvertently blown out of the engine. The only time the mist can be
experienced iswhen an aircraft is very low, such aswhen it is at the approach or
departure ends of the runway in the clear zones. Fuel misting is not likely while the
aircraft isin other parts of the landing pattern.

3. Mr. Rice asked if the Air Force had accepted the Mitretek Report findings asits
position. The Air Force Representatives told him that the data used in the report is
the Air Force's and the interpretation is the professional opinion of the author's.

IV. Adjournment: The TRS adjourned at 8:30 p.m.

VI.

Attachments:



